We will strive to be on time with publishing our cosponsorÕs articles in the future issues of NRR.
I was curious to see if there are differences in the contents of papers in 2013 compared to those in 2012, and so I created word clouds for the abstracts of papers in each year (Fig. 1 ). There are some notable similarities in terms of the general type of natural resources, namely energy resources, that were discussed in the 2012 and 2013 papers. A striking difference is that many 2012 papers discussed groundwater be on time with whereas many 2013 paper discussed water. This reflects that many 2013 papers discussed surface rather than subsurface waters, and environmental impact on surface waters. This focus on environmental impact on water resources, in many 2013 papers, is further reflected by the predominance of ÔCdÕ and ÔreleaseÕ in the right panel in Figure 1 , implying heavy metal contamination of water. Another striking difference is the predominance of ÔmodelÕ, ÔdataÕ, ÔsimulationÕ and ÔmodellingÕ in many 2013 papers whereas, of these terms, only ÔmodellingÕ is prevalent in some 2012 papers. This reflects that many 2013 papers focused on quantitative analysis of certain natural resources whereas only a few of the 2012 papers had that focus. I hope that NRR continues to receive more papers dealing with quantitative approaches to natural resources exploration, assessment, extraction and utilisation.
An unpleasant change is the sharp decrease in the Ôcites/doc (2 years)Õ of NRR for 2012 (Fig. 2) . This index is the same as impact factor of ISI-indexed journals. Yet, it is good to see that the SJR index of NRR continues to increase. This index is a measure of the scientific influence of a journal article and it expresses how central to global scientific discussion a journal article is. However, the quality indices for 2012 represent papers published in 2011 and 2010. Therefore, I look forward to 2105 when I will see the influence of my taking up the EiC post of NRR.
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